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Sir: 

This application became abandoned on 6 May 2002 by failure to respond to an office action 
(Paper No. 23) dated 6 November 2001. The failure to respond within the statutory period 
was unintentional and this petition requests revival of the abandoned application under 37 
CFR 1.137(b). 

A response to the office action is attached. Payment of the petition fee of $1280.00 is 
requested in the attached transmittal letter. Payment has already (6 May 2002) been made 
for a three month extension of the statutory period for response to the office action. 

The circumstances under which this application became abandoned were as follows. I, the 
undersigned attorney, was unable to prepare a response to the office action within the 
extended period for response expiring on 6 May 2002, as had been my intention, as a result 
of an unexpected and lengthy absence from the office in the month of April 2002 from 
sickness (which included hospitalization). Faced, upon the first day of his return to the office 
on 6 May 2002, with a substantial backlog of work including a response due that day to a 
rather lengthy and detailed office action, I took the action which seemed appropriate at the 
time to maintain pendency of the application, namely, the filing of a Continued Prosecution 
Application (CPA), a procedure with which he was familiar. Unfamiliar, however, with the 
new rules relating to Requests for Continued Examination (RCE) and CPAs, I overlooked 
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the fact that CPA practice no longer applied to applications filed after 29 May 2000 (as this 
application was as a result of the filing of an earlier CPA on 19 June 2000). As a result, the 
application became abandoned (see Notice of Improper Request for Continued Examination 
(Paper No. 26)) since the period for response continued to run from the date of the original 
office action and no response had been filed. 

In summary, therefore, the failure to file a timely response to Paper No. 23 was inadvertent 
as was the action taken in vain to maintain pendency. The entire delay in filing the response 
from the due date for reply to the date of filing this petition was unintentional for the reasons 
set out above. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 14 June 2002 




Malcolm D. Keen 
Reg. No. 27,728 
Attorney for Applicants 
(703) 846-7795 



Post Office Address: 
[to which correspondence is to be sent] 
ExxonMobil Research and Engineering Company 
P. O. Box 900 

Annandale, NJ 08801-0900 



